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Congress Movements, that the Jamiat-ul-Ulema and Azad Muslim
Board, though opposed to the League, yet supported self-determina-
tion, and that to consider Mr. Jinnah as an impossible person and
therefore to dismiss him was political folly and meant inexorable
alienation of Congress from the Muslim masses, To Congressmen
they emphasised the supreme urgency of conceding the right of self-
determination to Muslim nationalities; to Muslim Leaguers they
pointed out that Muslim independence could only come through joint
action with Congress. " The wretched British Government takes
advantage of our follies," Mr. Jinnah had said in his address to
the League Session at Delhi in April 1943. "Can't we say e unite,
unite and unite', and get the British out ?fl Action in conformity with
this sentiment was all that was desired, but unfortunately such action
was not immediately forthcoming.

For nearly three weeks the Gandhi-Jinnah negotiations went on,
but unhappy India was told again that the leaders had not come to an
agreement. The first steps towards unity had, however, been taken.
Although unable to recognise the absolute right of the Muslims to
self-determination, Gandhiji agreed that the Muslim provinces should
be given the opportunity to separate themselves from the rest of
India if a plebiscite of the entire adult population (Hindus and Mus-
lims) gave a majority verdict in favour of separation and provided
that matters of common interest, such as foreign policy, defence,
internal communications, customs and commerce, were satisfactorily
fixed up by treaty between the new States. Mr. Jinnah was unable
to agree to these conditions, which he regarded as limitations on the
right of the Muslims to full Sovereign freedom in their homelands,
and so the negotiations, to the chagrin of the entire people, broke
down. " The tragedy of the situation," wrote P. C. Joshi, leader of
Indian Communists, was that " Gandhiji failed to see freedom behind
Mr. Jinnah's demand and the latter failed to see democracy behind
Gandhiji's conditions" while both stood by the principles of freedom
and democracy. Both announced that their separation was only an
adjournment and that they would meet again. They have not met,
however, since.32
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